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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Claims 16-28 are pending in the present application. Claims 16-21 have been 
allowed and claims 25, 27-28 were withdrawn. In the Office Action claims 22-23 were rejected 
and claim 24 was objected to. 

Double Patenting 

Claims 22 and 23 have been rejected under the judicially-created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting over claims 42-46 of U.S. Patent No. 7,1 92,440. Claims 22 
and 23 were found to be allowable upon the filing of a terminal disclaimer. To expedite 
prosecution of the present invention, Applicants are filing herewith a Terminal Disclaimer in 
compliance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.321(c). Hence, the double patenting rejection is now moot and 
per page 2 of the Office Action, applicants respectfully request that the nonstatutory double 
patenting rejections of claims 22 and 23 be removed. 

Claims 22 and 23 were also rejected under the judicially-created doctrine of 
obviousness-type double patenting over i) claims 1-3 1 of copending U.S. Patent Application No. 
1 1/538,923; n) claims 1 48 of copending U.S. Patent Application No. 1 1/429,502; iii) claims 17- 
29 of copending U.S. Patent Application No. 10/944,825; iv) claims 29-46 of copending U.S. 
Patent Application No. 10/458,062; v) claims 20-49 of copending U.S. Patent Application No. 
10/624.451; vi) claims 55-79 o f copending U.S. Patent Application No. 10/794,405; and vii ) 
claims 1-35 of copending U.S. Patent Application No. 10/306,813. Claims 22 and 23 were found 
to be allowable upon the filing of a terminal disclaimer. To expedite prosecution of the present 
invention. Applicants are filing herewith a Terminal Disclaimer in compliance with 37 C.F.R. 
§ 1 . 321 (c). Hence, the double patenting rejection is now moot and per page 2 of the Office 
Action, applicants respect fully request that the nonstatutory' double patenting rejections of claims 
22 and 23 be removed. 

Claim 24 Objection 

The Examiner indicates on page 7 of the Office Action that claim 24 would be 
allowable if rewritten to include all the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 
Claim 24 depends on claim 23. which in turn depends on claim 22. As noted above, terminal 
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disclosures are being filed herewith to overcome the rejections of claims 22 and 23. Since claim 
24 depends on claim 23, it is now in condition for allowance for the reasons stated above and for 
the additional element, it recites. 

Claim 25. 27, ami 28 

Claims 25, 27, and 28 were previously withdrawn from consideration. The 
applicants respectfully request that claims 25, 27 and 28 be rejoined and allowed as they depend 
front allowable independent claim 22. 

Claim 26 

The Examiner states in the Office Action (Office Action Summary sheet; section 
4a) that claims 25-28 were earlier withdrawn from consideration. The applicants would like to 
point that only claims 25, 27, and 28 were withdrawn. (See Response to Restriction 
Requirement dated June 23, 2006). Claim 26 was not withdrawn. Claim 26 depends on claim 25 
and reads on the elected species of the claimed embodiment. Therefore, claim 26 is allowable 
for the reasons stated above in reference to claim 25 and for the additional element, it recites. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicants would like to thank the Examiner for indication of the allowable 

subject matter. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, Applicants believe all claims now pending in this 
Application are in condition for allowance. The issuance of a formal Notice of Allowance at an 
early date is respectfully requested. 

If the Examiner believes a telephone conference would expedite prosecution of 
this application, please telephone the undersigned at 650-326-2400. 



Respectfully submitted, 

"af#H^ 

Douglas Portnow 
Reg. No. 59.660 

TOWNS END and TOWNS END and CREW LLP 

Two Embarcadero Center, Eighth Floor 

San Francisco, California 941 1 1-3834 

Tel: 650-326-2400 

Fax:415-576-0300 
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